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generations of conveyancers had contrived for the protection of
the great hereditary estates, and enabled settled land to be freely
sold or let on long building lease, subject only to the capital sums
thus realized being paid over to trustees of the settlement. These
acts were not party measures; the lord chancellor, Selborne,
carried the first, and his conservative predecessor, Earl Cairns,
the second; but both, in fact, illustrated and promoted the pass-
ing of the English governing class from a landowning to a com-
mercial basis. In the same year Chamberlain sponsored the first
Electric Lighting Act—unhappily on lines which later proved
mischievous. In 1883, w^ better inspiration, he passed two
very big commercial measures—the Bankruptcy Act and the
Patents Act; and Sir Henry James, the attorney-general, carried
the first reasonably effective Corrupt Practices Act to prevent
abuses at elections. The greater output this year perhaps came
about because the house of commons for the first time tried dele-
gating work to 'Grand' or 'Standing' Committees.
But by now the disappointed radicals could endure being
baulked no longer. They had found in Chamberlain a spokesman
of shattering force* The speeches which he then delivered elec-
trified England with a demagogic and class-war note never heard
before from a minister of the Crown. Here, for instance, is his
famous retort (30 March 1883) to an attack by one of the con-
servative leaders:
*Lord Salisbury constitutes himself the spokesman of a class—of
the class to which he himself belongs, who toil not neither do they spin;
whose fortunes—as in his case—have originated by grants made in
times gone by for the services which courtiers rendered kings, and
have since grown and increased, while they have slept, by levying
an increased share on all that other men have done by toil and labour
to add to the general wealth and prosperity of the country,'
Terrible words, unlocking pent forces never hitherto in England
made so articulate. By autumn he had forced the cabinet to find
time and courage for a first-class controversial measure—fran-
chise reform. Since 1867 there had been different electorates in
the borough and in the county constituencies. In the former,
householders had a vote as such; in the latter, they had not.
Thus the towns were democratic, but the English countryside
remained under the territorial oligarchy—an electoral difference
which corresponded (save in mining areas) to a difference in
the structure of social life* In the seventies an agitation for

